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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to the RCE amendment filed on June 13, 2006. Claims 
18-20, 32, 33, 37, and 38 was amended. Claims 18-33 and 35-38 are pending. 

Response to Amendment 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 18, 33, and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in 
the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use 
the invention. The portion of claims 18 and 33 that states "a display operation part 
detachably attached to the image reader" is not found in the specification. The portion 
of claims 18 and 33 that states "wherein the display operation part has one or more 
divided screens and at least one screen shows common information of a plurality of the 
image readers" is not found in the specification. The new portion of claim 38 that states 
"at least two of a plurality of image readers from the management device and receives 
display information unique to the image reader from the image reader" is not found in 
the specification. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claim 38 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Roosen et 
al., U.S. Patent No. 6,970,260. 

Roosen teaches a system for generating digitized documents for a digital 
environment provided with a local operator control unit (see abstract). 

Regarding claim 38, Roosen teaches a system for reading an image, comprising; 
an image reader including: 

an operation instruction receiving part that receives an operation 
instruction (col. 1 , line 66 - col. 2, line 2, Roosen discloses receiving a request 
for a digitized document); and 

a reading part that reads an image based on the operation instruction 
received 

by the operation instruction receiving part (col. 2, lines 3-19, Roosen 
discloses a scanner scanning a document); 
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a display operation part that displays information and receives the 
operation instruction (fig. 1, col. 3, lines 23-27, Roosen discloses a display and 
multiple scan orders); 

a management that.sends a first operation instruction (col. 2, lines 6-10, Roosen 
discloses a scan order), 

wherein the display operation part receivers a second operation instruction from 
a user (fig. 1, col. 3, lines 23-27), and 

wherein the display operation part receivers display information of at least two of 
a plurality of image readers from the management device and receives display 
information unique to the image reader from the image reader (fig. 1, col. 3, lines 23- 
27); and 

wherein the management device is connected to at least two of the plurality of 
image readers over a network, and the reading part reads the image based on the first 
operation instruction and/or the second operation instruction (fig. 1, col. 1, line 66 - col. 
2, line 19, col. 3, lines 23-35, Roosen discloses all elements of the scanner being 
interconnected by a network). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 18-28, 30-32, and 35-37 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hidaka further in view of Roosen et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,970,260. 

Hidaka teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a network copy- 
file management system which is made up of a copy system and terminals (see 
abstract). 

Regarding claim 18, Hidaka teaches a system for reading an image, comprising; 
an image reader including; 

an operation instruction receiving part that receives an operation 
instruction (col. 2, lines 44-49; col. 3, lines 14-16, Hidaka discloses a management and 
operation portion which inherently control a scanner); and 

a reading part that reads an image based on the operation instruction received 
by the operation instruction receiving part (col. 2, lines 44-45, Hidaka discloses a 
scanner reading information); 

a display operation part detachably attached to the image reader that displays 
information of the image reader and receives the operation instruction from a user, a 
management device, and the image reader (fig. 45, col. 3, lines 17-19, Hidaka discloses 
a display portion); and 

the management device that manages the image reader and the display 
operation part (col. 2, lines 44-49, col. 3, lines 14-16), 
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wherein the management device is connected to the image reader and the 
display operation part, and the reading part reads the image based on the operation 
instruction received by the operation instruction receiving part and/or the operation 
instruction received by the display operation part (fig. 45, col. 3, lines 1-19). 

Hidaka fails to teach the limitation further including the management device is 
connected to the image reader and the display operation part over a network. 

However, Roosen teaches a system for generating digitized documents for a 
digital environment provided with a local operator control unit (see abstract). Roosen 
teaches all elements of the scanner being interconnected by a network (fig. 1, col. 1, 
line 66 - col. 2, line 19, col. 3, lines 23-35). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Hidaka in view of Roosen to use a management device connected 
to the image reader and the display operation part over a network. One would be 
motivated to do so because it is allows for remote scanning and printing. 

Regarding claim 19, Hidaka teaches the system for reading an image according 
to claim 18, wherein the display operation part is shared with a plurality of image 
readers (col. 2, lines 44-49). 

Regarding claim 20, Hidaka teaches the system for reading an image according 
to claim 19, wherein the display operation part shared with the plurality of image readers 
is managed by the management device (col. 2, lines 44-49, col. 3, lines 14-16). 
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Regarding claim 21 , Hidaka teaches the system for reading an image according 
to claim 18, further comprising: 

an image transfer part that transfers the image read by the reading part to the 
management device (col. 3, lines 8-12, Hidaka discloses an image file transmitting 
portion); and 

a storage part that stores the image read by the reading part (col. 2, lines 56-66, 
Hidaka discloses a storage portion for storing the image file). 

Regarding claim 22, Hidaka teaches the system for reading an image according 
to claim 18, wherein the display operation part includes a browser part that displays a 
web page and receives an instruction to input the information into the web page (col. 6, 
lines 48-67, Hidaka discloses images transmitted by Java Applet to web browser). 

Regarding claim 23, Hidaka teaches the system for reading an image according 
to claim 22, wherein the display operation part requires an operation instruction page 
supplied from the management device, and displays the acquired operation instruction 
page (col. 6, lines 48-67, Hidaka discloses the management information being 
displayed). 

Regarding claim 24, Hidaka teaches the system for reading an image according 
to claim 23, wherein the reading part reads the image by receiving the operation 
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instruction from the management device based on parameters defined by the operation 
instruction page (col. 6, lines 48-67, Hidaka discloses the image file transmitting portion 
to send the image files corresponding to the specified management information). 

Regarding claim 25, Hidaka teaches the system for reading an image according 
to claim 23, wherein the operation instruction page permits to designate an instruction 
that reads one document more than once continuously by using different parameters 
(col. 3, lines 55-59, Hidaka discloses different parameters of image file and data). 

Regarding claim 26, Hidaka teaches the system for reading an image according 
to claim 18, the image reader further including: 

a Web server part that supplies a web page to the display operation part (col. 6, 
lines 46-67). 

Regarding claim 27, Hidaka teaches the system for reading an image according 
to claim 26, wherein the display operation part acquires a first operation instruction page 
supplied from the management device, acquires a second operation instruction page 
supplied by the web server part, and displays the acquired first and second operation 
instruction pages (col. 2, lines 44-49; col. 3, lines 17-19; col. 6, lines 48-67). 

Regarding claim 28, Hidaka teaches the system for reading an image according 
to claim 26, wherein, when a failure occurs, the web server part supplies the display 
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operation part with a failure information page to inform that the failure has occurred (col. 
33, lines 28-39, Hidaka discloses an error message on the display screen). 

Regarding claim 30, Hidaka teaches the system for reading an image according 
to claim 18, wherein the operation instruction is sent from at least one of the 
management device directly, the management device through the display operation 
part, and the display operation part directly, to read the image based on the operation 
instruction by the reading part (fig. 45, col. 3, lines 1-19). 

Regarding claim 31 , Hidaka teaches the system for reading an image according 
to claim 18, wherein the display operation part is managed by the management device 
and/or a web server (col. 2, lines 44-49, col. 3, lines 14-16, col. 6, lines 48-67). 

Regarding claim 32, Hidaka teaches the system for reading an image according 
to claim 19, wherein the display operation part includes a display screen and the screen 
is shared with the plurality of image readers per a division (fig. 45, col. 2, lines 44-49, 
col. 3, lines 17-19). 

Regarding claim 35, Hidaka teaches a system for reading an image comprising: 
an image reader including: 

an operation instruction receiving part that receives an operation 
instruction (col. 2, lines 44-49, col. 3, lines 14-16); and 
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a reading part that reads the image based on the operation instruction received 
by the operation instruction receiving part (col. 2, lines 44-45); 

a display operation part that displays information of the image reader and 
receives the operation instruction from a user, a management device, and the image 
reader (fig. 45, col. 3, lines 17-19); and 

the management device that manages the image reader and the display 
operation part, the management device having common display information 
displayed on the display operation part for a plurality of the image readers (col. 2, 
lines 44-49, col. 3, lines 14-16). 

Hidaka fails to teach the limitation further including a plurality of image readers. 
However, Roosen teaches the use of multiple scanners (col. 1, lines 63-65). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Hidaka in view of Roosen to use a plurality of image readers. One 
would be motivated to do so because it is a more quicker and more efficient scan 
process. 

Regarding claim 36, Hidaka teaches the system for reading an image according 
to claim 35, wherein the information displayed on the display operation part has 
individual information for the image reader and common information for a plurality of the 
image readers, and the common information is managed by the management device 
(fig. 45, col. 2, lines 44-49, col. 3, lines 17-19, col. 6, lines 48-67). 
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As to claim 37, Hidaka teaches a system for reading an image comprising: 
at least one of the image readers including: 

an operation instruction receiving part that receives an operation instruction 
(col. 2, lines 44-49, col. 3 lines 14-16); and 

a reading part that reads an image based on the operation instruction 
received by the operation instruction receiving part (col. 2, lines 44-45); and 

a display operation that display information and receives the operation 
instruction (fig. 45, col. 3, lines 17-19), and 

wherein the display operation part displays settings of the image reader (col. 2, 
lines 44-49, col. 3, lines 1-19). 

Hidaka fails to teach the limitation further including a plurality of image readers. 

However, Roosen teaches the use of multiple scanners (col. 1, lines 63-65). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Hidaka in view of Roosen to use a plurality of image readers. One 
would be motivated to do so because it is a more quicker and more efficient scan 
process. 

7. Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hidaka 
further in view of Meyer et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,289,378. 

Hidaka teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a network copy- 
file management system which is made up of a copy system and terminals (see 
abstract). 

As to claim 29, Hidaka teaches the method of claim 26. 
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Hidaka fails to teach the limitation further including the image reader according to 
claim 26, wherein the Web server part supplies a control page to the display operation 
part or a Web client, the control page receives a control instruction including a shutdown 
of a power supply, and the web server part executes the control instruction received by 
the control page. 

However, Meyer teaches a remote computer management system using a web 
browser (see abstract). Meyer teaches the use of remote shutdown of a computer (col. 
6, lines 44-54). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Hidaka in view of Meyer to allow the display operation part or the 
web client to remotely shutdown a power supply. One would be motivated to do so 
because it gives a client full control of the image reader connected to the network. 

8. Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hidaka 
in view of Roosen et aL, U.S. Patent No. 6,970,260, further in view of Filepp et al., U.S. 
Patent No. 6,182,123. 

Hidaka teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a network copy- 
file management system which is made up of a copy system and terminals (see 
abstract). 

Regarding claim 33, Hidaka teaches an image reader connected to a network 
comprising: 
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a display operation part detachably attached to the image reader, the display 
operation part that displays information of the image reader and receives an operation 
instruction from a user and a management device (fig. 45, col. 3, lines 1-19); 

an operation instruction receiving part that receives the operation instruction (col. 
2, lines 44-49, col. 3, lines 14-16); 

a reading part that reads an image based on the operation instruction received 
by the operation instruction receiving part (col. 2, lines 44-45); and 

a web server that supplies a Web page to the display operation part, wherein the 
display operation part has common information (col. 2, lines 44-49, col. 3, lines 14-19, 
col. 6, lines 46-67). 

Hidaka fails to teach the limitation further including a plurality of image readers 
and a display operation part with one or more divided screens. 

However, Roosen teaches the use of multiple scanners (col. 1, lines 63-65). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Hidaka in view of Roosen to use a plurality of image readers. One 
would be motivated to do so because it is a more quicker and more efficient scan 
process. 

Hidaka and Roosen fail to teach the limitation further including a display 
operation part with one or more divided screens. 

However, Filepp teaches an interactive computer network and method of 
operation (see abstract). Filepp teaches the use of a users monitor divided into 
partitions (col. 10, lines 25-36). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Hidaka and Roosen in view of Filepp to have a display operation 
part with one or more divided screens. One would be motivated to do so because it 
allows for an efficient way to display different information on one display. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 18 and 38 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

1 0. Applicant's arguments filed June 1 3, 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

11. In response to applicant's argument, for claim 37, that Roosen is nonanalogous 
art, it has been held that a prior art reference must either be in the field of applicant's 
endeavor or, if not, then be reasonably pertinent to the particular problem with which the 
applicant was concerned, in order to be relied upon as a basis for rejection of the 
claimed invention. See In re Oetiker, 977 F.2d 1443, 24 USPQ2d 1443 (Fed. Cir. 

1 992). In this case, both pieces of art are related to image scanning. 

Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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U.S. Pat. No. 6,757,715 to Philyaw. 
U.S. Pat. No. 6,633,913 to Chalstrom et al. 
U.S. Pat. No. 6,256,662 to Lo et al. 
U.S. Pat. No. 6,609,162 to Shimizu et al. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Avi Gold whose telephone number is 571-272-4002. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00-5:30 (1 st Friday Off). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on 571-272-4001. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Avi Gold 
Patent Examiner 
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